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Th« editorials abbut fodr Vietnam ffar nevs events 
that appeared in five nevspapets vere examined for content,^ tone, 
page placement, and length to discover vhat trends in editorial 
coverage. occurred. The 131 editorials that were examined appeared 
the ''Men York Times," the "Lo^ Angeles Times, the "»all street'.' 
Journal,*' the "Chicago Tribune," and the "tfashing^tion.^ Post" within 21 
days of the fdlloving nevs. events: the Tonkin Gulf Inti^ent, the 1968 
Tet Offensi*^/ President Mixon's 1969 "Tietnamization" annojinceaent, ' 
and the fall of Saigon* Five major findings resulted from , the ^content 
analysis:' (1) Th^, overall tone of the editorials vas' antiwar* .^2) 
During the periods studied, the "Hew fork Times" was. consistently \ 
antlvar vhile the "Hall Sti^eet Journal^ tren'd^ed from antlvar to 
protf^ and the other, three newspapers trended f rom provar to antivar. 
(3) Tne newspapers vere trilling to take definite stands daring the 
periods under study. (4) The paper that most clearly appeared \6 have 
changed its editorial opinion iras the "Los.Angeles Times*"M5) ^he 
"Hev fork Times" and the "Washington Post," both generally prolific 
lajbbeir editorial^ tbroughoot the periods^stodied. Inexplicably 
presented rf^ver Items on the Tet Offensive than the other papers* The 
study als6 established the asefu^lbess of the basic "Statistical * 
Package for the social sciences" (SPSS) in newspaper content * 
analysis* (EL) i ^ " * ^ 
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Introduction 

^ "Some ,of the correspondents who were there at the end wr'bte books about 
it^ but I was not auiong then\. * Hie group to which I belonged* was so p^rsortally 
traumatized that we have n^ver written a line about Indochina since 
1975*'*^ MalCK^lm Browne/ winner of Uife Pulitzer Prize in 1964 fqr his coverage 



of the Vietnam war for the Associated P^ess, wrote this harsh commentary. It 
is representative of the many mixed reactions to the performance of the American 
^ress during the Vietnam war* Just as harsh have been some of the charges ^ 

2 

leveled against the American news media in connection with coverage of the war. 
While such cfiarges may, in fact^ be founded on emotional or political premises, 
the^ journalistic profession should respond to them with ^ sound appraisal of ift 
, actions during t^^e charged period of American military involvement in Southeast 
Asia. Sucli an appraisal — to successfully eyaluate criticism directed against 

J* ,the media—should be based'on an objective methodology —one which cannot be con*- 
^strued as merely- a self-s€t^ing strategy of defensiveness. 

. ' * ' - The present^^udy was designed to test one such methodology. While 
llijfiited in scope, it nevertheless points out a direction whi<A others mxgh.t 
follow. The purposes of *the study were (1) to seek trends in editorials of ^ 
selected American newspapers regarding the Vietnam war; (2) to test the applica- 
bility of the basic Statistical Package for the Social Sciences (SPSS) to this 
type of research? (3) to. design a model for similar future studies using SPSS 

' \ > ^ - ^: ^ ' f 

that jcould be accomplished by non-technically oriented individuals .who, never-^ 

thele&s^ desia^ed to us& the coinputer as an aid. 

Methodology ^ - \ ^ ' , 

This study is a computer-aided analysis of the editorial content of 
* ' \ 

selected American newspapers during the period of this country's jnost active 
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Ivement in Vietnam, 1964 to 1975. >Using quantitative methods'/ it tracer 

*and examines editorial trends as they developed from generally pro-war at the 

time of the Morth Vietnamese attack on^ thev>destro^r Maddox .in the* Tonkin. 

Gulf (1964) to almost universally anti-war when Saigon^ was .abandoned In 1975. 

The editorials have been analyzed to fieteinnine those words and themes whi^::h 

went into the't^assifying^of a^j item a^s- pro or an'ti-war. In order to produce 

a manageable set o'f data, ^t was decided to examine the eda^torials of five ^ 

major newspapers' regarding fbur significant incid^ts during the period under 

examinatioili * - ■ * " / ' ' 

^ ^ ' > " w 

The New York rimes^ WalX:<Stre^k Journal, Chicago Tribunei Washington 
ph^ti and Los ^geles Times were ^selected because of their wide ^geographic ' 
coiS^erage and theij? positions o^ei: varying degrees <Jf the politiqal_spectrum.,^^^ 
the eff^nts examinee-are the '^nkin. Gulf' inoident (Aug, 2, 1964) , the . 
1968 Tet offensive (Jan* 31; 1968) /President Ni»on*s 1969 ^'Vietnaini^atibn". 
an^iouncement (May 14, 1969) ^d the^fall of Saigon (April 30/ 1975)v Thes^ , 
were chosen because of .'their ^ovbrall importance to American involvement in the; 
Vietnamese ^ar** ^ ^ ^ J ' * 'f 

^ In order to establish a workabl^ base of data from which. to analyze 

reactions of the newspapers to the incidents, this|^^stiidy has examined editor- 
ial reaction for 21 days following each incidents While ^this time period was ' 
arbitrarily chofeen in order to accomodate time limi tactions res^arch^ demon- ' 
strated that/ except in^he case of the fall of Saigon, ^dx^orial o6mment* . 
diminished. very significantly after three weeks had elapsed. ^ ' 

- J - ■ . • 

In all/ 131 editorials were examined'and interpreted. A total of 23cr 
variables were us^d to evaluate each editorial included in the ^tudy. <See . ^ 
Appendix.A) The first IQ variables concerned such^ items as newspaper name,^ 
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date of editorial/ size of editorial,, overall -tone/yplacement' o*n the Op-Ed page^ 
'and nuinber of pro-war, neutrals or ^nti-war th^rae? contained in each editorial* 
The use of themes to determine coverall tone wa^ considered necessary in order 
to more objectively determine each editorial's content. A theme could coi^sist 
of a phrase/ a sentence^ or o'ne or nore paragraphs. 'Ehe^ most significant criter 
"ion in' the determination of the parameters of a therai was the ability tq infer 
a definitive tonal meaning frc^m it. This criterion was also used in evaluating 
content. " _ ' ^ " 

^ The remaining 13 va^riables consisted of a 'grot^ of words, preselected 
before analysis of ^the editorial's content and tone.- No attempt was made to 
count the number of times that a selected word appeared in an editor^ial or to 
quantify grammatical modifiers used with the word. O.R. Holsti/ in Content Ana~~ 
iysis for the Spcial Sciences aiid Bumanitiest states tl>at "to determine that ^n 
editorial used ,the term 'freedom' X number of times is a meaningless finding by 

* 

5 

itself/ as is any other unrelated fact about communication content." He goes 

on to stfite^ however,* that if one chooses certain words in advance — words that^ 

* I * 

contain foiK:e and meaning — and then checks to see* if they appear or not, infer- 
ences may be d^awn* The selected words for this study are listed in Appendix A 
and'were applied to the editorials in question ^n the manner suggested by.^ Hdlsti 
methodology. In choosing these words, it was anticipated that they would appear 
with considerable frequency as they are wqrds commoily used in connection with 
a wartime set of circumstances. ^ 

After coding/ the information was tabulated and^cross-tabulated using 
SPSS.^ This, was used since one* of the objectives of the study was to determine 
the adaptability of this package to a newspaper editorial, content analysis* Sta 
tis-tical si^if^ceehce was noted on very few of the cro^s- tabulations i>ut the ^ " 
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inforfliation did indicate many descriptive variations. .These variations will bet* 
the subject of the following analyses ^nd discussions. 



" Findings " . " r 



inci(3ertts 



Table J.,. Jselow indicates how^ the editorials were spread J^ety^een thfe^ 



, , ; ' ^ Table X . . ^ ^ 

Breakdown of Editorials by Newspaper and Incident , ^ / ^ ' i 

Total - Tonkin - 1968 Tet Niaton^s Viet- Fall of 

^ ,^ ^ vGulf Offensive namizatlon Saigon 



Chicago, Trib. 25 19.1% -6 24.0% 5' '20.0% 3 , 12.0%' 11 44.0% ' v 

Wall St. Jour/ 17 13.0% 2 ll.S^t 1 5.9% 4 23.5% 10 58.8% , 

L.A. Tijttes ' 17 X3;p% ■ 4 23:5%' 4 23.5% '2 li.8% 7 41.2% 

N/Y. Times / 41 31. a% 11 26.6% 5, 12.2%- 12,- 29.3% 13 ^ 31:7% * - 

'wash. Post 31/23.7% 11 35,5% 2 6.5% '9 .29^0%* 29. 0%;^ 

. ; m " ^ ■ n ' : 52. . 

.^106% ■ 26.0% 13.0%^- ' 22*9%' ' '■ : 

• ' ' * --^ ^ * * H. ■ ■ , > ' 

Sbtltce; SPSS frequencies run on all editorials i^i the stu^y. . V 

' ... - ' . ' * ' ^ J ] ^ 

' ■ . 'LgokX'ng at the fi-ve new^spapers as' a group^ 1SL4 ("$7".0%)'* pf - the editor- ^ 
ials dealt with,the three incidents other, than the^et'offensiva. 'Examination^ 
of the individual newspapers* *'scotes,** ^nd the editorials\ themselves was 

- necessary in order to c^et^ermne ,the reason for an apparently lesser interest ' 
in sudh an in^rtant happening. While not anticipated at the commencemen^f o^ the 
^udy the answer to this questij(jh represented its first inajor fin.ding . ^The 

Cjaus^ of the skewed humlt^r of ^e'dittoria^s^which dealt^ith ^he Tet offensive is 

/ . . 

'found by looking at the New York .^1^5 aHd the Washington Post. 



While these. two papers accounted for more than 55% .of the total cover- 
age sampled (TPable 1), 'the combined total ,pf seven editorials dealing with Tet 



sh6ws that ' 



H representcO^le^^'.than *10% 6f their xoverdge ih the sujrvey;. 

it y^s '-^ly cSoncerhing the'Tfet bf^fel^'Si^e that>*th$ rin^s 'r^lno Prc^^r '^teiOiS ^ 

* -The depth of ^the-Tiines!' ^i^j^rlaiiziJ3^g\on ,t3iis"\ncident'wate, greater than 




ler st;ated ^that ^ 



^ { proo£,;d£ t^isT ifimitation$ of An^'^cari-^^wac./Tn iSs.ii,*' ^ ^^It;furgie 
r.v. ^ ^ *^ ^J^^ 9^ ?^?iy^/^^<^ not be the wprk^or aft enemy force whose noraie is- J*sinklng 
* ' , \ fastis, that . tiie United, states ajuld ^^^^^ said to be 'Vinnijig;^*' " and^JJiat subt^, 

" , ^ staiiti.ally''*'inore troops, than the' Administration (had) yet,,adiidtted" WP»;ild be, ^^.^ ' 

^ ^ 'reqtiired STn order tjp attaip a "clear-cut milita^ victofy."^ 

, ^ \ - ^1 ^' ' 1 * . ^ ... ■ 

- 7 * <\ The iPost's ' first editorial on xet was defini'tely w>v^ hawkishtthan - 

th^^riflies ' , 'While warning that talk of ah invasion in::^H;he cotitext orf .tt^ Viet: ' . 

* . Cong atfecks was dangerous, possibly sounding like t*/a prelude for proposals- \ 

- > , ■■ ' , - ' ' ^- ' ' -'-^ 

of retalj^ation, ** the^-Post went on to state that ftinerican military .of ficials ha<3f-^ 
best be thinkiJhg of a' different einphadis in their actions than simply ''attrition , 
Of eneitiy forces in the hinterlands, **-possibly **a m6di:fied, more' selective search-, ^ 
and-destroy policy,'* The paper con<?luded that'^ts^ suggested-alte^rnsitf ves had 
"been advanced publicly, >,by responsitile men" J^ut were unlikely to get a full* 
hearing while "are determined to find enemy failures in actions yh'ere'the 
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enewy^ by 4,ts own known definition of its objectives, finds success-** 



« 



Tha other editorial run tw the. Post duringrthe selected test period 

^' f ' ' ^ * " : 

^ was on Feb, 3, 1968* It ^^as definitely pro^wat in tone/ suggesting, that the 

^ United St^es give no consider'atiort to a cfessation of its bombing ^ttacjcs of the. 

North while "the- enemy is eaigaged'in ^ great outburst "of attacks all ovef South 



T 



* ' Chicago 
' ^^Strongl^;^nti 

■^^ ^ NeutrajL 

' ' ^ ' ' 'Prb-wa'r 

^ , - Stron^y anti ' / 
jT^'^ Anti-war / 

Neutral A. 
i ' Pro*war . , . 

StVongly pro 

"itfia Angeles Times \ 

* * Strongly anti ^ . 
^ Ahti*wai; 

.Neutral ' , 

>■ 

^ro-war, 
^ Stroriglyv pro 

^ ijfew yor^ Times ^ 

... " Strongly anti 
; ' Anti*war ^ 
Neutral 

• ■ Pro-war * 

strongly pro ' 

Washington Post 
. ' Strongly anti ^ 
Ant;-war - . 
Neutral 
Pro-^war < ^ 
Strongly pro J 
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Tonkin 
Gulf 
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offensive 



Nixon's Viet- 
hamization 



Fall of J 
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Source'i SPSS crosstabulation run- StVong signlficanc'ejwas noted in 
Chi-sgu&re calculations for the^antiVwar and neutral editorials. 
No meafiingljal significance was noted lin Chi^qu^re calculations 
relating, newspaper and incident in any of J^p other '*tone" classi-- 
flections* 
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Vietnam*" The TinieSv even though printing fewer than its generally high nunjr. 
ber of items ^4gjnonst rated in this study, ran. additional^ editorials^-^n ^Feb, 2/ 4, 
8, and 11, 1968, All of these were anti-war; two strongly so, .While determine* 

■ ' Att , ■ ' ^ 

in quantitatively, which of th^ newspapers were responsible for; the decrease in ' 
editorial volume as it rej^ted^ to Tet, the daSt^^c^^sclosed no hard evidence as to 
the reasons, behin^i this decrease- It is ^ssible, however, to in£e/ that bdtliVo 
these highlyScommittad newspapers felt that ^e ^liet, incident had, caused clearly 
defined politi^cal ^lines to be drawn—line^ upon, which' they had expresseii their 
editorial^opinions which required noTPrprther clarification- ' 

The secqnd major finding indicated by the data in\ttie^study wag. jthat 

the Chicago Tribune, the Los Angeles Times ahd Washington Post trended from 

A * ' ^ ^ ^ •/ ^ ^ 

pro-war to anti-war during the time frame coveredi-^il^ the- New' York Tilms 
was rather^consistently anti-war- Th^f/all Streef^' Jour^ai , on, the' tft^her -hand^ r^' 
ran counter to the other papers, going froin anti^y^r to pro-war- Tabie 2 xndi- ; 
cates that of the five papers, only the Journal ran 'in6re>jEhan 50%. of its edi- 
torials with a pro-war 4:o'tie after the fall of Saigon'- -The f^ib^unet which, had 
always run more th^ 50% of its editoriafs' on the jgro-war side of the scoreboard^ 
ran orily three (27%) pro-war item;^- The" Los jAhgeles Tlwes ran none for the, 
three-^week period beginning April 30, 19,75- " ' ^ * , * 

' The third overall trend in the^ study is fl.lustrate,d by Tab^e 3, which 



analysed editorial, tone by incident- It* shows 71% of €he editorial^ ^o hBve 
been either above or below th^ "neutral line,|* irJ^icating ^that the newspapers 
were willing ^o tak^ a definite stand-. * '\ ^ 

While eliciting the lowest overall amount of comment, Tet had. a slight- 
ly greater polarizing effect- 'Pewer than 18% of tnfe items on this incident were 
in the "neutral" column, closely followed, by Nixon's Vietnamizatiofi with 20% clas 



sified as "neutral." The Tonkin Gulf incident, with over 38% of its editorials - 



classified as "neutral," indi'cated the greatest amount of indecisiveness 



' Table 3 ^ 
Analysis of overall Tone by incident ' ■ A 

Total Tonkin 1968 Tet tlixoh'a Vietr P^ll^f 

^ 1 ^ ' Gulf Offensive namization ^ Saigon 

Strongly antl 31 23.7% 4 11,8%' *3 17,6% 9 O0,tf% 15 ^ 30-0% V 

Anti-war "^3 17.6^ 4 11.8%" 3^ 17.6% 7 23.3% 9 18.0%' 

Neutral "38 29. D% 13 38.2% > 3 17.6^ 6 20.0% 16 32.0% 

-Pro-war 27 f20-^%* 8 23.5% ^6 3^.3% 6 20.0% , J. 14.0% 

Strongly, pro 12 9.2% 5 14.4% 2 11,8% 2 <i^7% . 3 6.0% 

' 131 ^ ' ■ i2 " ' iS, ' ^ 

^Source: SPSS frequencies run on all editorials in the study, ■ 

The fourth major finding ^wag that! the overall tone of editorials in the 

stuJy was anti-war/ with 41,3% in this cla^^sification and only 29,8% graded as 

pro-war. .While there ^ wa? a definite upward} trend in the nJR^er of anti-war 

editorials as ithe war progressed/ further anaiysj.s of Tablets 2 ^and, 3 incStates 

signivficant variance^by incident and individual newspapeir. The Tet offensive 

■ _ \ ' I , 

skewed the trends' in tone as well as in nuniber of editorials/ .as pointed out 

above. While the overall trend line in pro-war editorials we^t 4own»froin 1964 

tO' 1975/ Tet created a jog in "the curve/ with 5Trl% of 'the opini<in o/i ttvlfe inci- 

dent classified as pro-war. ' " " . 

The Chicago Tribune printed the-^argest overall number of pro-war itemSi 

with 48%" classified in this category/ followed closely "by the Wall Street 
Journai and the Los Angelas TimeSt each having 41% of -their total editorials 
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rated as "pro-war;" The Washington POst-gjid New York rijnes .printed the lowest 
number of pro-war pieces, with^ 26% and 12%,' respectively graded in this category. 

The New YorWTijnes was nost strongly represented in ^^the "anti-war" 
colujhn with 63% of its editorials so classified/ followeii^ by ^the Post witlF42% 



the Journal with 35%, the Los Angeles Times with 24% and^^lle Tribune with ^%* 

At the time of the Tet offensive the Postr Tribune andilLos Angeles Times 
caused a .skew in the upward trend of anti-war editorials between 1964 and 19?^. 
On Tet,^^the Post's editorials were, 100% pro-war, the Tribune's 80% pro-^war 
and the ios Angeles Times' 50% pro-wa:f, ^ Neither tfoe. New York Tiflies nor the 
Journal ran any prb-war items on Tet. 

The fifth major finding was that the^paper which most clearly appeared 
to have changed its editorial opinion ovpr th^ period of the study was the Los 
Angeles Times, Tde Times ran -100% in the'pro-.war category on the Tonkin. Gulf 
incident, dropped to 5D% fdlp Tet and VietnamieStion, and had none so ^classified 
at the time of the fall of Saigon, Whl^n Saigoi#fell, the Times ran'57%'of its 
it;ems in the anti-war, category*^ ^ ' ' , . . \ 

At the Other'en^.of the spectrum, the New York Tiwes showed the least 
aitount of chainge/' falling i?rimarily iri the^anti-Wr category throughout the 
1964-1975. peraod, ' , \' , ■ ' . 

•Ilie Wa'shington Posf, with the exception of^the skewing effect of the 
Tet of fensiv©, steadily increased its anti-war position. Just as steadily, it 
decreased its pro-war items throughout the time' period studied, ^ 

.While the. Chicago Tribune's percentage of pro-^war editorials decrease^ 
steadily from .1968 to 1975,' the decline was not a significant one until the ia:3^i 
of Saigon,' Unlike the"£>ther newspapers examined, at no time did the percen^a^e^ 



of anti-war editorials in the Tribune exceed those classified as,pro-war 



Even with the fall of Saigon and the Ai^^rican withdrawal from Vietnamy the^^ 



Tribune ran <5nly one"^ (9%y editorial classisfiea anti^war- - In comparison/' the ^ 
Wall street Jo^rnai, ranked lowest of the five papers, had three (30%) of it§ 
I'tems classified as anti^war. ^ * , ^ * ^ ^ - 

' . Interestingly, the Journal ran onl/ neutral- or anti-war editorials prior 
to 1969, >*hen it began printing pro-war editorial^ in support of Nixon's \i^et- 
n^mization annquncement. lliis t^nd was i^ compiete opposition to that of the 
otrfier newspapers studied. 

In 19e97-i4;^e Journal was joined by the Los Angelas TlmeSi Chicago Tribune" 
aj^ Washington post in ^Tanning pro-war commentaries. By 1975 the situation 

had changed*and only the Tribune and Journal leaned inore toward the hawks, than 

i '* 

the doves, with the Trlb at least consistent with previous editorial policies, 

I ^ 

The journai was troubled by several aspects of '.the American withdrawal 

from Vietnam. It blajhed the Soviets for escalation of the war through th^ir 

^ > *11 

sending in of weapons, **in gross Violation of th^ Paris accords.** 'and asked 

what had happened to detente. - ' ' " , . " . ' ^ * 

The Journal's greatest concern, reflected in two strongly pro-war edi- 

t ' tr 

torials, seemed t<? be that Anferican withdrawal from Vietnam would lead, the 
Communist powers to a belief in U.S^ military weakness^ Hie editors felt that 

"freedom of the^.seas, and wore broadly freedom of^Am^ricans to travel and trade 

t ' ' . - \12 

in the worldi is one of the bedrocks of American foreign policy ^ >^ The Joumai 

quoted, as very encouragihg. Senator Walter Hondale's comment, t*hat, "'It's vety 
important not to signal the Russians and others th^t we're giving up.',*' and con- 
cluded that refusal to vote sufficient funds for weapons procurement 4nd 
.research and deverlopment, in the naine of an elusive' detente, (was) irresponsible 
and dangerous^. * ^ ^ 

Table 4 einphasizes the newspapers' gradual but continued trend from 



I 
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\ 



gjenerally pro-w^r to genially *an^-war attitudes. Dmrihg the earlier yekrf 
covered by tf3^ study the nuwber and percentage of -^^tprialsu^of a proVwarV 

nature which were pldce^ in the l^ad position declined significantly; '«^imi-\ 

V ^ ■ ■ / ^ ^ ■ ' .\ \ 

larly^ the number of lead editorials clas^ifie)d as anti-war grew continuo>usly ^ 

over th^ period of the study. The same effect cah'be noted/ though mora' gfad-- 

. = ^ * ^ . / ^ . ' ' ^ 

ually, jfn the editorials placed in other than the lead posi^fcion, ^ 



\ 
\ 



Table 4 indicates that the placement of the items On the editorial page 
followed a predicta^jle pattern , Ld^j^ e^i1:orial««^nd, with ,thfe exception of 
the Wall^Street Journal, editorials which were alloted- an entire column^ .con-, * 
' tained the^strongest opinions. In no incident otlfer than the fall of Saigon- 

did neutral editooals occupy more than 19% of the 'Niead**' space on an edito^^ial 
page. ' Saigon's' large numb*^ of lead editorials is accounted for by the *^ctct 

th^t.32% of the items On this incident were neutral \n.charactei;. 

^ f . ' . 

^ ' From the data in Tafcles 5 and 6 it can be con<;luded that placement and 

^ content were more 'significant indicators of the newspapers' opinion^ than lize*^ ^ 

Analysis Qf the relationship between incident/ general tone and editorial size 

. ■ . . ' . ■ ■ ■ 

did not show -any me^ingful trends, either of -a .descriptive or a statistical^ 

^ature. ■ ^ ^ ^ ■ ' 

*/ - This study aljo analyzed specific wo'fds used in the editorials^ The 

individual words chosen for exaiiu,nation v?ithiJ7 the cont^KtQ£--^is study are 
^, * ^ < ^ - ^ ' -^^i^i^ 

indicated ad ' vaciikbles 11 through 23 in Appatidix A. Analysis Qf the words has 

i \ ■ ^ , . ■ \ ■ ... 

f I been limited to those words which* app^red mbsf often or ^ose iack of appear- 
/ , , / V ; ^ ^ . ■'■ . < \ 

^ ' ance-was considered noteworthy, ^ ; * 

?^ The wprds most,us^d in the editiorials^ studied ^e±e commtanist, peace/ 

"attack, aggression and negitiation/* tIComgtunist** was a freely used word, appear^: 

in3 in a total of 62 e,dltoJ:ial3 (€?.6%)* While not appearing in every/ editorial , 



> 



/'I 



1, 



J 



' r — ^ 



^ " ' ^- -12- .V 

V ' , ' * , ^^-^'^'^^ : 

the word "communist" was used by every newspaper in tlje context of every inci- 

dent. The word had been accepted' in cold war terminology for mar^y years, and thus, 

' \ * 

while descriptive of Something undesirable/ was certainly not considered too > 

"hot"' to use in tihe case of an *undeelared'war. In 'very fe^ of the cases was 

■ * * « 

this word used to describe an/thing in a favorable l^ght. 

The'word "negoti'atioiV^was used by all of the newspapers and lik** "com- 

murtist" was used in the^context o^'evAryf incident^ -.It was used in at total of 

31 (^3,7%) of t;he editorials/^and not sutprisingly/ ot the.tota}, of 31^ usages, 

15 .(48,4%) were hy the New Yorkiri/nes, 

The word '^peace"was used with relative frequency/ appearing" in. 44 (*3^.6%) 
of the cases. Each newspaper' made use of the vrard moire than once and it w^s 
used in connection with 'every incident. The New york?"fi;nes was the champion of ^ — 
"peace," using* the word 18 (40.9%) Pi the tiines that it appeared. The Chicago 



Txibuhe was a "slow second,^' with only 10 (22,7%) editorial appearances,. 



^ As anticipated^^ the vrards "aggression'^ and "attack" were both used fre- 



quently and referred to those*actions tak^n by the enemy against this natiorf ^ 

* if^nd its allies, "Agression" was used in 24 (18.3%) of the editorials/ while 

'''^ ^ ' * 

^ ';at;tackV was used in VtJ -(32-8%) of the items. Both wofSs were u^ed by all of ^ 

t!he newspapers in connection -with each of the incidents,' 

^ i , - - ^ ^ . 

<? The words I'^ast used in the editorials in this study were enemy, Ameri- 

\ - ■ ^ : 

can powerl vtin, lose, victory, defeat and escalation, 

^ a "Enen^" was vised in only 26 (19.B%) of the cases. It Is interesting to 
, note that while ^^st of the newspaper^' diTly used this vrard in the context of 

incidents beginniri^ with the 1968 Tet offensive/ the Los Angeles Times used it 
* in connection with Vonkin Gulf and once again in conn&ction with T<>t, though not 
using it in any other editorial. The other newspapers, perhaps 'not willihg to 



admit at'this juncture that an enemy Existed, ^sed such phrases as **coniinunists" 
and "North Vietnamese" to describe the Afaddo/' attackers. *, 

The term "Ame^icaA power** was used in. only 23 of the cases in the study 
(17.6%). When used it generally represented 19th and early 20th century .jiji^oisn*. 
Ev^ry, newspaper used the^ term* mi^re than once and it appeared within the context 
<3f elch the incidents. . The new York Times waved the term "naval and air 

si^remacy of the United States/-, as having been fully demonstrated during' the 

' . ■ . 

- 14 ' * * * . ^ 

Tonkin Gulf Incident. The Tribune referred to "American military mi^t" as 

Jiaving produced white flag for the first time in connection with -the fall of 

■ 15^ ' ' . 
Saigon^ but assured its readers ithat this country had the "military strength^* 

, to support any (^cision it might make.^^ 

The ^tfor'd "ally" was used with about the same frequency as was ''enemy/* 

■ X. ./ ' * ' ' ■ ' ■' ' 

with th^excfeption that it was used i^y each of the newspapers in connection with 

all of the incidents. "Ally" vas used in 27 (20j6%) of the editorials, and 

* * 

based on its gatholic usage^ one might deduce that wl^iie this country could not 

- « ■ ^ 

have enemies in an undeclared war^ it was permittJ^d to have allies^ The word 
"ally" did not* tta^out to be as "loaded" a war term as originiAly expected since 
several uses referred\to the allies of Han^, * 



The prime definition of^ "win" is to "gain the victory iJJ any contest! 

I 17 ^-^'^^ ^ , \ ' ' 

to triumph; prevail^ succeed. For. some inexplicable reason, -this word was 

' used in only eight (6,1%)' of the surveyed editorials* The Tribune iased*iti twice 

in connection with the Tonkin Gulf , incident^ once related to Tet^ and once after 



the falj. of Saigon* The Wa^X street Journai used "wirV'only in one of its items 



relating to "Tonkin. *V The Kew York 3*imes referred to the word one time^in the 



context of -Tet; the^^ashington Post ohce each, in reference to vietnamization 
and the fall of Saigon; the Los, Angeles Times not at all, in 17 editorials 



/ ^5 . . " 



-14- 



over the entire ^period, 

**ttinnipg** was obviously not a popular word with editorial writers, but 
£he word "losing" was eVen less so- At' no time during the study did^ny of the 
editorials contain the word **losing<" The^ possibility exists that the editors 



were too literal ^nd failed to use the word because its first definition is "to 
bring to destruction; to ruin," — it is not uiftil the ^xth usage that "to fai^l to 

gain or win** is used. It can be supposed that the possibility of this country's 

J* , > 

\ "losing" an undeclared war was no.^' to be considered while the fact that its suf^ 
fered a, <3efeat:/ a word that .was used/ was acceptable to the newspapers"or 

_j^iavoidable<^ " ^ 

\ .. ' ^ : " - ' 

"Victary'* w^ a more acceptable word, appearing in 27 (20*6%) of the 

X * ■ 1 ' - "7 ' 

editori^s* Every paper used the .word at least qjic^e and it appeared in the ton- 

\ , ' " ' ' ' ^ , * . ' 

text of^every incident. The word '*viotory*' was used iAyeditorials of every tone 

^from strongly anti-war to 'strongly pro-war and^ was modified' by such words as 

Coinmunist/ *cold wai>, great and Aioerican- It was not as strong a word as anti- 

■ i 

cipated,. * - _ ' 

■ / While^the word "defeat'*^was used, it was not ^used with significant fre- 
quency/ appearing in only 12 (9*2%) of the- editorials < Ihe word v^s used by 
TPtBi, Chicago Tribune^^n connection with Tet, vietnainization and the fall of Sai- 



gon; by tfie Journal only concerning Vietnamization; and hy the Hew York Times ? 
in tivsmt its i 



:ie^Wa 



terns at i^he time of the fall of Saigon. Tna Los Angeles Times 



and the^ Washington Post failed to usej^d^ftfe^t'* at all* The word "defeat" was 
used over almost the entire tonal spectrum/ from strongly anti-war to pro-war, 

"£scalati<»n^* was another infrequently used word/ ,appea#ing in only 
seven (5.3%) of the editorials. It was osed by the papers as might have 
been expected in the framework of this study.' ■ when seeking to brand the Com- 



IS 



munists as agressors/ tp be> repelled and defeated, the Tribune ^uite appropri-- 
ately referred^to their escalation of the war* The New York TlmeSi on the other 
harid/ was equally correct iivu5i^9 this "charged" word as part of its anti-^war ' 



warnijigs wlien it spoke of "the constant risk of further costly and dangferous 

18 . ^ . . - 

escalation. * , ' ' , ' * 

Summary and Conclusions . ^ ' 

"-The c^erall tdne of the editorials was an4ti-war^ 

" The Chicago tribune/ the Lo^ Angeles rimes and Washington 

Post trend^ from pro-war to anti-war d\iring,the time . 

frame covered. -*The New York Jimes was consistently anti^ 

war. The Wall Street Journal trended from anti-war ,to 

pro-war . ^ ' ^ * 

"-The newspapers wease willing to take definite stands- during 

the* period under study.- 



The paper which most clearly appeared to have changed its 
editprial opinion was the Los Angeles Times* 
- The New Vork rimes and the Washington post/ both gener- 



1 



ally prolific in their editorials throughout the period 
^ of the study, ine>^plicabiy presented fewer items on the 

Tet offensive than the other papers. 
This study has- examined in 9ome detail the editorial coverage of five 

newspapers as it concerned four w>4ely separated incidents during U.S. involve^ 

if 

mefat In the Vietnam war. While clearly demonstrating the editorial trends of 
kaAo us n ewspapers and the individual aspects (placement/ size, tone) which 

T\p J ■ ■ ■ • ^ ' 

up tafese trendsr^he study, by necessity lacked 3ufficient data to prove 



these coriclusivelyt. P^icither investigation must be made with data concerning * 



■16- 



additional incidents occurring at dates in between those examined in this study, 
with this study serving as a model, further research^ with a lengthened time 
period following each incident during which editorials could be gathered and , 
analyzed^ should prove 'meanihgf^/ ' ' ^ ^ 

j One roore point established by ' the study was the practical application 
^of^the SPSS pac]ca9e, which is the easiest for a non- technical relearcher to use^ 
to this specific problem of ^lewsp^per content analyses* The 'con?)uter can be an 
extremely useful tool to the' social scientist as long as-^the machine does not 
cpvert attention from the study of people to the study^of number^. Many new 
hypotheses can' be created and old ones corroborated — pr contradicted — with the 
only limitations being coding techniques^ and the degree ol inventiveness pos- 



sessed by the ijesearcher^ 
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Table 4 

Pla?:enient of Editorial, by Tone 



Tonkin Gulf 



1968 Tet 
Offensive 



t^ixon' s 
Vietnam! zation 



Fall of 
Saigon 
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Zffatf Editorial 
Chicago. Tribune 
Wall Street Journal 
Los Angeled Times # 

^ New York Times 
Washington Post 



Other Placement 

Chicago Tribune 
^ Wall Street Jourpal 
Lbs' Angeles Time^^, 
New York Times 



2 0 
0 ^ 



0 
0 

1 



0 
2 



CO 00 



Washington Post 

\ 



0 
0 

1 



0 
0 
0 
0 

1 



1 

'0 
0^ 
2 
1 

0 
0 
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0 
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0 
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0 
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0 

1 
1 
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1 

0 
0 
0 
0 



0 

3 
2 
5 



1 

0 
0 
4 
2 



2 a 

1 0 

0 0 

a ' 0 



rfP ^tf* dP 

in m ^ <i> 

rM' ^ 

b 0 0 

2/0 0 } i 

0 12 0 0 

1 1,10 0 
1 0 0 0 0 



'Source: SPSS" brpsstabulation rutf/'asi,ng the entire rrturtber of editorial cases studied. 
No meaningful significance was noted in Chi^square ^jalculati^ns. This table incldde*'^^^ 
only 129. of the cases^ Two of the editorials 'were aXioted the entire editorial page, 

'^^ Both of these^were run in the wall Street Journal. The first^ pn Tonkin Gulf, was * 
neutral, and the second, on the Fall of Saigon^ was pro-war. 



\ Table 5 

Relationship Between Incident and Editorial. 

Si^e, by Newspaper ^ . 



^Chicago Tribune • - 
2-5 to 9.0 inches 
' 9.3 to 12.8 inches 
12. P to 33.5 inche^- 



WaH Street Journal:},' 
2.5 to 9.0 inches- ' 
9.3 to 12m .inches 
13.0 to 3,3.5 i^^ches.* 



Tonkin, 
Gulf 



=1 

.10 
5 



0 

2.' 



1968- Tet 
Offensive 



2. 

1- 

2 



0 
1 

o' 



Nixon's Viet- 
namization^ - - 



1 

2 
0 



0 
0 
.4 



Pall 
Sal go 



Los Angeles -Ti^es ^ '' 
'2.5 to 9,=Qf^;ihclies 
9 . 3; to 1^J:»8 incho^- 
13.0 to:/35. 5 .lii'ches 



0 

b 

4 



2 
0 

.2 



0 
1 
1 



2 
5 

* 0 



2.5'°;tp' 9.,0'inches 
9.0; to 12»8 inches; 
. 13.0 to 33.5 inched 



6 
5 
0 



1 
3 
1 



6 
5 
1 



1 

6 
0 



Washington' Post 
2-5 to 9*0 inches 
$• 3 to 12.8 inches 
13,0 to 3^.5 inches 



\ 



8 
1 

2 



0- 

0 
2 



2 
4 

3, 



2 
7 
0 



Sourco: SPSS ctjosstabulation run* Some significance was noted in Chi 
squar-ff calculations for the large editorials, relating newspaper and 
incid^t (13*0 to, 33.5 inches)"- No meaningful significance was notod 

" in Chi-square calculations in either of the other two size classifica- 



tions. 
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Table 6" •■ * . 
Itelationship Eetweep. Inciaei>J: and Editorial 
Si^ze, by^Newsp^jsr, by, Tone^ " ^ 
^9:q -Inches / ' 



Tonkin 



* Offensive 



Nixon's Viet- 
namilEation 



Fail of- 
Saigon 



ChioagQ Tribune 

Str'pngly Anti f 

Ant i -war 
' Neutral 

Pro-war 

Strongly Pro 



0 
0 
0 
1 
'P 



0 
0 
> 0 
< 2 
0 



0 " • 

1 

0 



0 '-V*. 

a 

3 

'o 

0' 



yqll'Stvffet Journal 
Strongli- Anti 
Anti -war 
Neutral . > 
Pro-war / ' 
Strongly Pro 



Lqs Angeles Times 
Strongly Anti 
Anti-war. 
Neutral ' 
Prb-war X 
Strongly ^ro 



0, 
0 
0 
0 
,0. 



0 
0 
0 
0 
0 



0 
'0 
0 

' 0 



0 
0 

1 
1 

0 



0 

r 

0 
0 
0 
0 



0 
0 
"0 
0 
0 



1 

0 
0 
0 
0 



1 

0 

1 

0 
0 



New York Times 
Strongly Anti 
Anti-war 
Neutral. 
Pro-war 
Strongly Pro 



0 
1 
3 
1 
1 



0 
0 
1 
0 
0 



4 
1 
0 
'1 
0 



1 

3 
■ 2 
'I 

0 



Washington Post 
Strongly Anti 
Anti -war ' ' 
Neutral 
Pro- war 

■ Strongly Pro',' 



1 

1 
4 
2 
0 



0 
0 
0 



0 
0 
2 
0 
0 



2 
0 
0 
0 
0 




Source': SPSS cross tabulation run* Mo nieanin^ful significance was 
'noted in Chi^square calculations. 
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4f ' iable 6 (Cont'd. ) 

Relations h4(P Between Incident and Editori&l 
SizBj by Newspaper, by Tone 
9^3 to 12.8 Inches 



4 



Tonkin 
Gulf ^ 



1968 Tet 
Offensive 



Nixon's \^iet- 
namisa'tion 



Fall of^ 
Saiqofi ^ 



CJiiaiigo Trtbune 
Strongly Anti 
. Anti-war 
* Ndutral ' 
1 Pro-war 

Strongly Pro 



yumcrl 



Wall Street Joum^ 
Stron^gly Anti. 
Anti-war 
' Neutral 
Pl^o-^war 

-^r 

Los ^Angeles Times 
Strongly Anti 
, \1 ^ • Anti-war 
Neutral' 
Pro-war 
Strongly Pro 

New york Times 
Strongly Anti 
Anti-war ^' 

t Neutral 

' , . Pro-war 

Strongly Pro 



0 
0 
0 
-0 

0 



d 

0 
0 
0 
0 



0 
0 
0 
0 
0 



1 •: 

3 
0 
0 
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0 
0 

1 
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0 
0 
0 
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0- 

0 
0 
0 
0 



2 

1 

0 
0 
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1 

0 
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1' 
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Washington Post 
Strongly Anti 
Anti -war 
Neutral 
Pro-war 
Strongly Pro 



0 
1 

0 



0 
0 
0 
0 

0 



0 

1 
1 
1 
1 



4 

2 
1 

0 

0 



Sourcfe! SPSS cross tabulation run. 
hoted in €hi-square calculations. 



No meaningful significsmcfeswas 
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Table 6 (O^ntM.) 



Re3*atioriship Between Xii^dent and Editorial 
Size; by Newspaper ^ by Tone-' * 
13.0 to 33.5 Inches > . 



Tonkin 
Gulf 



1968 Teb^ 
Of fens'ive 



Nixon*s*Viet- 
namlzation J 



rkll o 
Saigon 



Chicago Tribune 
:i:ongly Anti 
iti-war * 
Neutral ^ 
Piro-war 
Strongly Pro 



i/aH Street Journal 
Strongly Anti 
Anti-war 
Neutral 
Pro -war 
Strongly Pro 



2 
0 
1 
2 
0 



0 

1 
1 



0. 

1 

0 
0 

'1 



0 
0 
0 
0 
0 



■ 0 

0 ■ 

.'o ' 

0 



0 

1 
1 

2 
0 



*0 

r 

4 

'1' 
1' 



2 
0 
2 
2 
1 



Los Angeles Times 
Strongly Anti, 
Anti -war 
Neutral 
Pro- war 
Strongly pro 



0 
0 
0 
1 
3 



0 
1 
1 
0 



0 
0 

1 

0 



,0 
0- 
0- 

-a 

0 



mw ^ovk Tim&s 
' strongly Aoti 

Anti -war 

Neytral 

Pro-war 

Strongly Pro 



0 
0 
0 
0 
0 



0 

t 

0 

■ ^ 

0 
0 



1 

0 
0 
0 
0 



0 
0 
0 
■0 
0 



(j;^ {Washington Post 

Strongly* Anti 
' Anti-war 
Neutral 
Pro-war 
. Strongly Pro 



0 . 

1 
0 
1 



^ 0 
2 
1 

' 0 
^ 0 



0 
0 

,0 
0 
0 



Source: SPSS cross tabulation run. No meciningful significance Was 
poted'in Chi-square/calculations . * , ' f 
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1. "Spectrum. A Reporter Looks Back: Tbe CIA and the Fall of Saigon/" 
Washington Journaiism Reyiewt January/February, 1973, pp. 18,19. 

2. Pete'r ^Braestrup, Big Story, How thp American Press and 'iPeievision , 
■ ^ Reported and Interpreted the Ci;isiS' of Tet 19S8 in Vietnam and 
—Wa shin gtortr-{197^'f -Tom-ftTickerT^e^r^Press,- -M»79)- ■ ,^ - 

3. "The Ten Best 'American Dailies,*' Tirn^, Jan\aary 21, 1974, pp. 58-61. 
Several things were used by, Time*s editors in selecting the "ten 
best," including efforts to cover national and international news 

^ in addition to a paper's own community; entertainment value accom- 
, ^ panying information; willingness to^risk mondy and manpower on exteji- 
ded investigations; and the offering of a wide range of divergent 
opinion in "Op-Ed" pages and dissenting columns. Tlie selection was 
made on the basis of editorial excellence, and not contmercial success, 
although all of the papers chosen were economically sound. 

4. These events are discussed at length in P*.A/Poole, The United States 
and XndocWna, Frojn FDR to nixon, (1973)/ B.Bl Pall, Last Reflections 
on a War, (1967)^ B.B. Pall, Viet-liam Witness i95J-^, (1966) and 
T/ Hoopes* The Limits of Dntervention , (1969) , 



5, 'O.R. Holsti, Content Analysis for the So<3^al Sciences and Humanities/ 

(1969), p. 28. ' , - ^ ' . . 

6- The statistics have been slightly skewed by the fact that nine (6.9%) 
' ' of the editorials concerning the fall Saigon also included cojnment 
on the capture of the American freighter Mayagues. The Mayagpes inci- 
dent occurred in April, 1975, Some of,/the nine editorials were heavily 
concerned witfi the Mayaguez incident but 'all of them were connected in 
some way to the American withdrawal, from Vietnam. Editorials which con- 
cenjed' themselves only with "the Mayagues were omitted frorti the study. 

/ 7, , "Bloodi^ Path to Peace?," tfew York Times, 1 February 1968, p. 36. 

8. Ibid . 

9. "Rationalizing the Vietnam pampage, " Was/iingrto;^ POst,,l February 1968, 
* p. A20. 

10. "Terms for a Bombing Halt^" Was/iingrton Post, 3 February 1968, p. A12. 

11. "Whatever Happened to Detent^?/* -pfaii Street Journal, 30 April 1975, p. 20, 

12. "Retri^ying the Mayaguez/* Wall Street Journal i 14 May 1975, p. 14. 



',i^ing tJ 
npnin^ . 



Itali 

13, "RetliiTncing the^litary Budget," Wall Street Journal, 13 ^Say 1975, p. 14, ^ 
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, 14,' '* Intelligence on Vietnam/*" //ew York Times', 24 August . 19&4, p, 26, . 

15* "Hie Message from ICbh T^g/* Chicago Tribune, 16 May- 1975^ Sec* 2,^ p, 2. 

16, "Defining our' Committments/' Chicago Tribune, 18 May 1975^ Sec. 2, p, 4. 

^ 17, Webster's Coiiegiate Dictionaryt Mfth Edition* "(1946) , 

18. *'Bloody Path to Peace/' New ^York Times, 1 Febriiary 1968, p. 36. 
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Code Book and 
Variables List 



variable- 

: .1 
^ 2 



V 



. Code 
r- " — 

Case nxjmber - three digits* 
Newspap'er"T twt) digitg/^^ ■ ' 

01 Chicago Tribune ' * ^ . 
*02 , Wall Street Jotornal ^ 

^ '"^03 .Lo^s Angelas Times 

04^ Hew Vork Times . , ^ 

05 Washington Post 

Date of editorial - six d^igits - should 
^ have ^af^ placed first. i,e* 690201, * 
(February 2, 1969) 

Incident - two digits. ^ 

6l /Tonkin Incident , ' 

02 1968 Tet' Offensive 

^. 03 Hixon's Vi&fcnamization Proposal 
04 Fall of Saigon ^ 

Njamber of ^coluinn inches in ^ach editorial - 
three digits - to be expressed iii inches 
and^ tenths of inches. Ei^t and one- 
half inches s^uld be coded as 085; ten * 
and one-half inches coded as 105* 

Overall tone of editorial two digits* 

*0l Strongly an^-war , 

^ 02 Anti^war 

. ,03^ neutral ^ 

04 PrO"%ar . '/ - ' 

05 Strongly pro-war ' 

Placement, of editorial on'Op-Ed. page - 
two digits . * ]f ' 

L , ' - . 

01^ Entire editorial columA 

02 Lead editorial 

03 Other placement in editorial 
coltunn 

^Number of pro-war themes or phrases - 
one digit. ' * 

A *' ' 

Nuihbei/ of neutral themes or pfhrases - 
ovie digit. 
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' Niimber' of pro*war themes or phraees - 
one^ digit. ^ ^ 

?re-selected wprd list - one digit. 
1 Vtord used in editorial 
0 Word not ueed, in editorial * 

Eneiny. 
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Communist. " ' * * , 

American power {includes such other words 
. .or phrases^ as: U^S. air power,^ U-Si. naval 
and air supremacy, American military 
itiJjght, and world's greatest powerL^^* 

^ Peace or peaceful^ 

, Ally, allies, allied, alliance. 

Winning or won. ^ ^ ^ 

Losifig. i 

VictoiJ^^r victors.- 

Defeat or defeatism. 

Escalation.' 

Negotiate or negotiation. 
■Aggression, aggressor, or aggi;]gasive^ess , 
Attack. 
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